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Seriptures only will lead to‘Rome. . -.~ 

~~ ““ Some gentlemen talk “6f taising barri 
‘ch of God, and protecting his honoyr, ' that 

is astonishing, that is shocking, that’ almost approaches to 

blasphemy. What! man—a-poor, vile, contemptible rep- 
‘tile, talk of raising barriers about the church of God 
Amight as well talk of protecting Omnipotendey-ii 

> abies about histhrone. Barrieré: t the-¢hurch 
God, sir? About that church, which, if it ere. be any ve- 
Tacity in Scripture, shall continue forever; and. against 
which the gates of hell shall not. prevail?.-If Lomay be 
ellowed on so serious an oecasion to recollect a fale,at puts 
‘me in mind of one which have met with, of a stately; mag- 
te impregnable castle, built on a rock,.the basis of 
Which was the centre of the-earth, the top of itypierced the 
@ouds, the thickness of the ‘walls could net be measured 
-b¥cubits. At the bottom of it a few moles were, one day | 
way hyn raising up a.little quantity of earths which | 
some mice saw—what are you doi , to 
distarb the tranquility of 
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net Wisturbing his ility, replied the moles,; ail). blind 
' ou may see that we, are. only. throwgng,up a 
rainbart to yeeteot his castle; i. or 


“The Church of God, sir, canyprotect itself... Truth 
needs not be afraid of not obtaini ictory ou a fair trial. 
The lovers of truth will love all sincere inqwirers.after it, 
though they may differ from them in -vari igi 


us sen- 
ts. For it is toimpartial saaiGen nance: on that 


erfor owes its ruin, and-truth: ¥ who, are 
pehetrated with the benevolent spirit of the gospel, will 
not condemn as heretics, will not reject as unworthy of 
their affection, any who believe the Christian religion, who 
search and endeavour to understand the Seriptures, though 
they may be unable to comply with creeds and articles, 
“Some gentlemen, suppose that the Seriptareg ere not 
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have a heavenly master who has made his word the 
upremegudyonip rile of faith anil!’ practice, That word 
we must investigate, to Kuow*whethar the doctrines efour 
Symbols anéitrue} anit Hot faking those doctrines as al- 
dy ary the’ word ‘of God to their test. 
us ved end'acted Luther, Zivingle, Calvin, and all that 
blessed host. of »worthioxy who. burst asunder the bouds of 
tradition and human authority ; and we, their children ia 
respect to professed pripeipled weiy veinture to. walls ia their 
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to the test of the Scriptures ? 

Will it be said, that the dwarfs of modern days only ex- 
hibit their pride and self conceit in attempting a compari- 
son with those giants of yore? [f it should, my answer 
would be; That dwarfs aswe are in modern days, we 
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RELIGIOUS INQUIRER. 








stand at least, upon the shoulders of those ancient giants, | 
and must needs have a somewhat niore extended horizon 
than they. To speak plainly, the whole word of God rep- 
resents the path of the Church, like that of the just, to be 
as the light, which shineth more and more unto the perfect 
day. The Kingdom of God always has been, and still is 
progressive. Glory is bursting in upon the Church, in va- 
rious ways, intimately connected with making her light to 
shine still more brightly. Is she yet perfected in doctrine ? 
Are all the treasures of the divme word yet unlocked ? 
Are her fairest days past, and her brightest constellations 
set, toriseno more? The “ thousand years” of glory yet 
to come, will supply a ready answer to those questions, 

So leng as we-profess to be Protestants, and ef course 
profess to believe that the Bible is tire sufficient and only 
rule of faith and’ practice, so long, if we act consistently, 
we believe in the symbols of faith which we receive, on/y 
because we find them supported by the Seriptures. it ts 
not only lawful then:to put them to this test, but it is an 
imperious duty of every man to:do it. There may be a 
show of modesty and humility in receiving what others 
have believed, without scrutiny ; but in every case, where 
there is ability to investigate and bring to the Scripture 
test, a failure to do it mustarise from undue regard to the 
authority of fallible men, or from mere inactiou—from: ab- 


cause to dissent from them, would he stiil fellowship them, 
as christians, and admit them to the communion table ? 
We think he would not, especially if they should embrace 
the doctrine of Universal Salvation. This much we know, 
that many have been excommunicated both from Baptist 
and Presbyterian Churches, yea, from Methodists also, for 
exercising the privilege of thinking for themselves, the 
church creed notwithstanding. - 

It appears by the Professor, that it is “not only lawful, 
but the imperious” duty of every man to examine for him- 
self, and although “There may be ashow of modesty and. 
humility in receiving what others have believed, without 
scrutiny,” yet he thinks in every case “ where there is abil- 
ity to investigate and bring to the scripture test, a faiJure 
to do it must arise from undue regard io the authority of 
fallible mén, or from mere inaction—frem absolute sloth.” 
But when men exercise this right, bringing into operation 
every power of the mind inthe investigation, how are they 
treated if they see cause to dissent; what kind of treat- 
ment de Universalists meet with, from these very men who 
urge the duty ; however honest and sincere they may be, 
in theirbelief of the goodness of God, and however wor- 
thily they may endeavor to walk, according to the christian 
profession. We should like to know whet use it is for a 
man, to bring the principles of his creed to the -test of the 





solute sloth. 


REMARKS. 


The editor of tle “Christian Secretary” on presenting 
the above extract fron» Professor Stewart’s letters to. Dr. 
Miller, to the readers of that paper, recommends the re- 
marks therein.as “ Excellent.”—As such, we most readily 
recommend them to the attention of our readers, believi 
them to be correct and worthy the perusal of all intelligent 
and inquiring minds. But we cannot help noticing how 
much the professions, and practices of men are at variance 
with each other; and endeavouring to show, that however 
excellent im theory or correct in principle; the above. re- 
marks are, the-conduet of the Professor and many others 
who consider them“ Excellent” is in direct violation of the 

e. 
The Professor says he is “satisfied that the time-is come, 
when it is necessary to examine well the doctrines which 
we believe and inculcate,” again: “It is just as much our in- 
dividual duty now, to bring every principle of the creed of 
the Protestant Churches to the test of the divine word, as 
it'was the duty of the reformers to bring that of the Cath 
olic to the test of Scripture.” Supposing a member of a 
Presbyterian or Baptist Church encouraged by these “ ex- 
eellent remarks,” should exercise the right, and perform 
this “individual duty,” as did “Luther; Zuingle, Calvin, 
&c.”—and should'find, or-be led to believe, by bringing 
Protestant crrEns to the test of the divine word, that they 
Were as repugnant to the Scripture as were the principles 
adopted by the Catholic Church ; and feel it his duty to re- 
nounce the system of faith he had before embraced, would 
this man be left in quiet enjoyment of his faith, resulting 
from this investigation? . We say not. Numerous are the 
instances of excommunication which are almost daily ta- 
king place, forno other catise than believing differently from 
the church of which they were members, although: it was 
their wish'to remain; and enjoy the privileges of ehurch re- 
lationship. We would enquire whether the students in 
the Seminary at’ Andover, possess this privilege; and can 
freely rm this + individual duty,” and if in the exer- 
cise of their just right they should find cause to dissent from 
the CALVINISTIC CREED, will they continue to enjoy the 
benefits of an education in that institution, and be ushered 
into business as though. they still believed those favorite 
doctrines taught at Andover? We think they would not. 
We would also ask the editor of the “ Christian: Secretary” 
whether, he is willing that the members of his chureh 
should exercise the privilege, and perform the duty pointed 
out by Professor Stewart, and, if on bringing the creed of 


divine word, if, on finding” it contrary to truth,-he is not to 
be allowed the privilege of altering it, at least for himself. 
It is nonsense to urge men to the performance of a duty, 
which when performed, will avail him nothing, he may as 
well remain contented with his creed without the trouble 
of investigation. 

The Professor gives us a reason why all, who have the 
ability should enter into this investigation. of Creeds.~ 
Which is, “the word of God represents the path of the 
church, like that of the just, tobe as the light, which shi- 
neth more and more unte the perfect day. That “the 
kingdom ef God has always been, and still is progressive.” 
This is a good reason to be sure, for our faithfulness in the 
field of research, but have the religious world acted ou this 
principle, or do they new act with reference to the progres- 
sive state of. this kingdom? The answer is, they neither 
have, nor do they now give liberty for the mind to grow in 
the knowledge of the truth. Togive more weight to his 
reason, the Professor asks the following questions, “ Is she 
(the ehureh) yet perfected indectrine ? Are-all the treas- 
ures of the divine word yet unlocked?” From the answer 
which he gives, it is evident that he does not consider the 
church perfect in-doctrine; nor all the treasures of the di- 
vine word yet unlocked. Now as the Professor will not 
allow the Universalist to know any thing of the divine word, 
although he may allow some knowledge of it to others. 
We would inquire in what particular point does he consid- 
er the doctrine of the church imperfect? Is it im regard tu 
diecipline,or to Grace? Does the doctrine fail in Salva- 
tion, or im-damnation ? Weread in the scriptures of sev- 
eral kinds of doctrine, the doctrine of Christ, the doctrine 
of men, and the doctrine of devils. The two last the Pro- 
fessor could not refer to, it is the dectrine of Christ- which 
is the doctrine of the Chureh. The doctrine of Christ is 
calted Goop pocTRINE, it brings salvation, it. is the gospel 
of peace. If then this dectrine is imperfect as it does not 
fully reveal the salvation of God, and Professor Stewart. 
looks. with fond expectation for the progression of the 
church in the doctrine of , he must be informed it is 
ouly in universal benevolence-he can find the periection of 
the doctrine of Christ, and of this he seems sensible him- 
self for haying asked his questions he. says “*/The ‘thousand 
years’ of glory yet'to come, will supply a ready answer to 
these questions.” It is necessary however to observe that 
the doetrine of Christ, camot be imperfect, the imperfec- 
tion, if any there is, must be in our understanding it. That 
the doetrine of the Protestant church is imperfect, that is, 
as to their understanding the doctrine of Christ, we are 
fully persuaded and this has left for the church to ad- 





his church to the test of the divine worl, they should see 


vance in wisdem and knowledge. We also grant, with 


























V\QUTR:! 





= 


>... ~~ 





pleasure, that the Church ever since the reformation has 
been progressing in the light offdivine truth, which the 
continual altering aud amending of their creeds and cove- 
nants, to briag them nearer to the bounds of reason and 
common sense as well as scripture fully demonstrates. 

By the * thousand years of Glory,” Mr.5. undoubtedly 
refers to the Millenium. We would ask him what will be 
the doctrine which will perfect the church in that day ? 
Whether, any thing short of universal benevolence can 
produce that anticipated happy period? ‘There cannot be 
much election, and reprebation, total depravity nor close 
communion in that period, no sectarian CrexEps, nor par- 
tial systems which cause men to treat each other in an un- 
friendly manner. No, the excellent.sentiments contained 
ta the Professors remarks will exist in practice as well as 
a theory, aud will be impriated on the heart as well as on 
paper. 
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FOR THE INQUIRER. 
EXPERIMENTAL RELIGION. 


Mr. Edztor. 

I offer you, for publication, my religious experi- 
ence—for I have beer convicted and converted, or, in mod- 
ern language, | have “ experienced religion.” When very 
young, stroug impressions were made’on my mind, by the 
Assembly of Divine’s Catechism ; aud my father’s explena- 
tion of it. 


frightened with the misery of that estate whereunto man 
fell, and was given to understand that I, and my fellow be- 
ings, were under the wrath and curse of a dreadful God ; 
and exposed “ fo the pains of hell for ever.” And it was| 
searcely sufficient to prevent my sinking into ummediate 
despair, to be informed, that God had elected some to ever- 
iasting life: for could not conceive how even these could 
be happy ; surrounded and beset on every side by wretch- 
ed objects, candidates fer immortal woe! For a very long 
time | found little or no relief from these early impressions, 
bat on the contrary, they became at times, still more poign- 
ant. 

At about 9or 10 years of age, being arraigned to be 
taught the Catechism, I was called upon to answer the 
question—* What doth erery sin deserve 2” I readily re- 
peated the answer. . My father inquired, if] knew the im- 
port? A trembling instantly seized me, and | could not 
answer. Hedemandeda reply. I stood mute in horror, 
and utterance was absolutely denied me. My father ex- 
postulated —H ow is it, my son, when | introduce any other 
subject, you are free to converse ; but on the vast concern 
of your immortal soul, you refuse to speak? I really sup- 
posed at the time, that my refusal, as he termed it, was a 
sure token that my perdition was sealed; and I began to 

er under a weight of woe, too ponderous for me to 
sustain. And I have often thought, that if my father had 
continued his expostulations a little longer, I should have 
sunk down.and expired af his feet. But he soon saw my 
situation ; and | read in his looks, a reprieve from immedi- 


Terror soon became the most prominent feeling. | 
I was not more than four years old, when I first became, 
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junderstand what she must, or what she could do. He then 
|turned his attention to the periormance ofa great duty—the 
reconciling himself to the endless perdition of his dear 
daughter. I saw his venerable frame tetter under the 
weight that oppressed him—it was too much. 

Bowed down te earth by this distressing event, combined 
with an unhesitating belief that but few of my fellow men 
could possibly escape an eternity of misery, | was on the 
brink of unconditional despair : when a ray, from the foun- 
tain of light, penetrated the gloom which enshrouded me ; 
and a still small voice, whispered the consoling inquiry, Is 
this doctrine true? May i not possibly be an error? That 
mement, that precieus moment, will never be forgotten, 
“ while life, and thought, and being last.” From that time, 
to enable me to examine this all important question, | began 
to attach some value to my being: for, heretofore, | had 
held it of no estimation, even worse than nothing. Indeed. 
I could not consider the sumen race in any other pomt of 
view, than as an infinite curse : ove part, te be interminu- 
bly miserable ; and the other, to make the best of their 
case, must forever remain deepand hopeless mourners, for 
they must always remain without hope. 

At the commencement of my reasoniags and researches, 
on a work of such magnitude, | was resolved to proceed 
with the utmost cireumspection, when to my utter astonish- 
ment, ! soon found that reason had no concern with it. 
That to get along at all with this doctrine, reason mrust be 
prostrated—that the Scripture must be set at varience with 
itself, and converted into a mass of contradictions—that ev- 
ery symptahetic and benevolent feeling of the heart must 
be suppressed, or eradicated, and that the glorious charac- 
ter of the incorruptible God, must be changed ; not merely 
into an image made like unto corruptible man, but into 
that of a ferocious implacable tyrant, bent on tormenting 
his creatures ; and that without cause, as all acknowledge 
that there has been made an ample propitiation for the sins 
of the whole world ; anil that it is God’s prerogative, and 
his only, te apply this to the souls of men. 

Seeing this dreadful doctrine by Scripture testimony and 
fair reasoning, fairly confuted, for a time, it seemed (o me, it 
was enough. “Tfélty » Comewhat might, | t 
I could cheerfully endure ‘it: ~-Disappointments and disas- 
ters of any description—come the loss of friends, neat 
and dear—come death itselfi—eome future misery to any 
limited extent—come any thing—come every thing, but an 
interminable hell. Fromrthe forebodings, with which from 
my infancy I had been hatnted, to the happy prospects 
whieh now cheered my reviving spirits, Was a radical 
change. It was indeed a saving change. In the varied, 
checkered scenes of life, for nearly forty years, 1 have found 
it to be such. 

It has saved me from despair, nud a premature death. It 
has saved me from entertaining dishonorable thoughts ot 
that God, whose essence is love ; and it has enabled me to 
enjoy the comforts of life with cheerfulness ; and to endure 
its trials with resignation. And of these last,] have had my 
share—only one of which, from the long catalogue, I wil! 
mention. 

More than 30 years after the death of my sister, as alrea- 
dy related, by the same fatal disease which carried her off, 





ate destruction. and nearly at the same age, I lost my only daughter. Had 

Not many years after this, an inti took Plake be 1K Den Spee ee eee isement was neces- 
tween me and one of my dear sisters. e loved each oth-|sary to test the worth of the religion I had embraced, surely 
er,and I can truly say, that fraternal affection was never | this stroke would have been Geemed sufficient. And I can 
more sincere, and rarely, ifever, more ardent. At the age|sincerely say, it has served to enable me to appreciate its 


of 18, she was carried off the stage of life by that lingering, 
living death, the consumption, her case became 

desperate, the alarm and anxiety we mutually suffered, baf- 
- fies all description. Being educated together, our religious 
impressions were similar. The arng bow arrived, “ and 
every groan she heaved, was big with .” to me, as well 
as to her ; for every-groan | responded, groan for groan.— 
At this awful crisis, my father used every exertion to info.m 
her what she must do to escape endless misery. She listen- 


- ed as for the life of her precious soul. But she could not 


inestimable value. In my daughiter’s near approach to the 
tomb, I could now approve of her unbounded trust, in the 
goodness and mercy of her God and Saviour. And even 

ulate her on such an auspicious frame of mind at 
coed exbegmbo mere * iod of her existence. I saw 
no occasion of weakeni confidence in God, or intima- 
ting that he could possibly be less benevolent, or have a 
less eompassionate design in his chastisements, than the fa- 
ther of her flesh, who never frowned upon her, but for her 
good. Her bitter dying groans, were the purchase, so te 
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express it, the cheap purchase of the glory which should) himself in such a manner as to render any misconception 
shortly be revealed, where as she expressed it, she should impossible, is the same as to murmur, because they are 
“soon be souring in the regions of bliss.” In this trying finite, and not infinite bemgs. With amoment’s reflection, 
scene, it was in‘ieed consoling to know, that these momeun-|* T'renchard” himself will discover that the Bible is not so 
tary pangs would certainly work out for her, “ a far more|plain, as he has repeatedly asserted. _This he virtually ac- 
exceeding and clcrnal weight of glory.” Had} not have met. knowledges, in some of his communications. He tells us, 
with a saving change | must have felt the sad necessity ofjthat the meaning of the Bible is to be sought, like the 
urging my daughter to do, or perform some mysterious, un-| meaning of any other book. But does he suppose that a 
definable, inexplicable work, which no person has discern-| child is capable of understanding any correct writer what- 
ment enough to know what, or power to perform, if itcould lever? Where is achild capable of understanding his own 
be known. And which, although it is wholly the work of!“ explications 7” For myself, I confess I am unable. 

God, 1 must have informed her she must do, or she must be| At one time, he represents the Bible perfectly clear and 
damned. And thus, with this solemn mockery, have plat-| intelligible ; at another, that there is great danger of being 
ted with thoras, her dying pillow! But, blessed be God,|led astray, unless we attend critically and carefully to the 
the Christian relizion, rightly understood, mculcates no|* subject, the spirit, and reason of the communication, the 
such * cruel mockings.” On the contrary, it uniformly in-|object aimed at, the person who writes, the persons to 
vites us to trust in the mercy of God, who gave his Son a| whom the communication is made, the circumstances under 
“ ransom for all, to be testified it due time.” Having receiv-|which it is made, as the time place, &c. and the known 
ed this testimony, “ I am filled with comfort, I am exceeding | facts, and established principles.” Now does * Trenchard” 
joyful in all our tribulations.” And can heartily join with| suppose that every person has the opportunity or ability 
“my Limitarian brethren, whenever they are disposed to|to examine, and duly to weigh all these ¢onsiderations ? It 
“ praise the Lord for his goodness, and for his wonderful|not, they are liable to misapprehend the true meaning.— 








works to the children of men.” Join, didI say? [ can sure- 
dy take the lead, and on a higher key, strike up my hallelu- 
jahs, aad shout, in much more elevated strains, * Glory to 
God wn the highest,” for his impartial, unlimited, efficacious 
and eternal goodness. 

_ Have they been in darkness and distress? I have suffer- 
ed the horrors of doubt and darkness, and dismal forbodings. 
Do they now enjoy a degree of light and comfort? The 
light which shines in my enraptured view is far more reful- 
gent. Can they faintly rejoice in a hesitating belief, that 
God will be partial to them? | cherish a belief, which 
leads to rejoicing, “ with joy unspeakable and full of glory.” 

s it their expectation to meet in heaven, some part of our 
a of the human family? I have the transporting as- 
surance of meeting them all; that not one will be lost, to 
damp the joy,.and sadden the blessedness of that happy and 
divinely glorious place. A UNIVERSALIST. 


FOR THE INQUIRER. 


Mr. Editor. have perused the communications of 
* Trenchard,” which have appeared in your paper, with 
some degree of attention. Alihoughthere are many things 
contained in them, which are perfectly just and correct, 
still, I think there are others which are objectionable. 

i agree with the writer that those have erred, who have 
represented the Scriptures as mysterious and enigmatical, 
but I will beg leave to add, that those also are 74 error who 
have represented them perfectly intelligible to the meanest 
capacity. Your correspondent appears to maintain, that 
the Scriptures are so simple and plain, that even a child 
can. clearly understand them—that learning aad science are 
needless, in the study of the Bible, T'hese sentiments, | 
conceive, are erroneous ; and J am really sorry to see your 
. correspondent embrace the sentiments and arguments o 
the infidel, Tindal, that, if God has made a revelation, it 
must be so clear as to preclude a possibility of misunderstand- 
ing it. But “ Trenchard” goes farthey, and even suggests 
that it is anncessary to preach and enforce the Christian 
duties! But is this becoming a writer who assumes the 
Christian name? .What more could have been said by a 
professed enemy to our religion? ] do not mean to insinu- 
ate, that “ Trenchard” has espoused the cause of Infideli- 
ty, but I think he has laid down principles, which approxi- 
mate towards it. At any rate, [conceive he has expressed 
himself incautiously. 

reeapany is, God aa not revealed himself with such clear- 

ness as to preclude the necessity of research and investiga- 
tion. There is not a principle in nature, and but few truths 
in Scripture, but what have been controverted ; and to as- 
sert that a child can understand the whole revelation of 
God, is to assert what our daily experience will coutra- 
dict. For man to murmur, because God hgs not revealed 


Again ; at one breath he tells us that erudition and science 
are useless in understanding the Scriptures—and at the 
next, that we must, in addition to the whole volume of in- 
spiration? carefully and critically examine Five Hundred 
Greek manuscripts, all differing from each other—that we 
must consult the ancieut versions, peruse the Fathers, ex- 
punge from this manuscript, add to that, &e. &c. aud even 
then the meaning will be only probable! ! Now, that a 
child or unlearned person should be capable of all this crit- 
ical research, is, to say the least, a little extraordinary. 

But “ Trenchard” tells us, that the only gospel requisi- 
tion is, to believe in Christ. True; but to believe in Christ 
1s to believe in the doctrines he taught ; and their meaning: 
is to be sought in the manner above described, that is, by 
plodding through hundreds of manuscripts in the original 
tongue, and reading all the writings of antiquity! Now 
most of the children , and indeed, some of the adults with 
whom I have been acquainted, are hardly capable of the 
above reseatch. That study and investigation are necessa- 
ry toa correct understanding of the scriptures, I firmly be- 
heve ; and will venture to add that that person must lack 
a little modesty, who pretends to understand them correct- 
ly otherwise. 

if * Trenchard” will clear up these difficulties to my 
mind, his favour will be gratefully acknowledged, and T 
hope he will be able to do it to “demonstration,” as he fan- 
cies he has proved all his positions. It isnot the positive 
style of the “Independant Whig,” however, that is calcula- 
ted to carry conviction to the reflecting mind. I will con- 
clude by expressing my regret that a writer so apparently 
scholastic, should speak so diminitively of literary acquire- 
ments ; that a person who dips so deeply into antiquity, 
should discourage the study of oriental learning ; that a 
man whose delight is to understand the scriptures, should 
strive to limit that research by which this knowledge is to 
be acquired. ————N, 

REMARKS. 

The preceding communication having been put into the 
hands of the writer of the “Explication of the Scriptures,” 
he is under the necessity of making a few observations in 
reply. He would be happy to “ clear up the difficulties in 
the mind” of H————n, but does not know how this can 
be done, being sensible that the difficulties in his mind, have 
no existence any where else. As the difficulties referred to, 
exist only in the mind of the writer, we know of no better 
or more suitable way to remove-them, than for him to read, 
with attention, the communications of “ Trenchard.” We 


do not say, read again, for we are confident he has never 
read them, although he may have hastily glanced over the 
columns. We must necessarily believe this to be the case, 
unless we were to suppose, either that he could not under- 
stand these communications, or, that he had intentionally 
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misrepresented the views and Sentiments of the writer ;;than to maintain, that the Deity has made use of proper 
neither of whieh are we willing to believe of this gentle-| means to effect an end. But H n itseems, although 
man. We say this, notwithstanding his admission that he|he admits that the scriptures are not enigmatical, supposes 
is unable to understand our explications. That he jas|there is not scarcely one truth contained therein which has 
not understood them, we have no doubt, but that he was,not been disputed. We should like to have him point out 
unable to do it, we can by no means admit. Whatever er-| «hat truths essential to christianity, have been or can be 


rors there may be, or however little merit, in the writings disputed, except by those who deny the authenticity of the 
vider consideration, the author thinks he may at least claim | scripturés. 




















the credit of having expressed himvelf in a clear and intel-| 


ligible manner, considering the abstruseness of many of} 


the subjects which he has examined. It is with no sraalh 
degree of astonishment therefore, that he finds himself so 
entirely misunderstood, by such a man as H n, who 
has been himsif a considerable contributor to this paper, 
aud who as we are informed is a spiritual teacher. We do 
not believe, as we liave already remarked he has intention- 
tionally misrepresented our meaning ; yet we must be per- 
mitted to say, that we deem it extremely uncandid and un- 
generous to seize upon an incidental remark, of a compar- 
ative and hyperbolieal character, and in the first place to 
attempt to shew its absurdity ; aud then by comparing it 








with other positions maintained, attempt to prove the in- 
consistencies of the writer. And this is the more extraor- 
dinary, from the consideration that the same cavil was 
made some time since, from a different quarter, ~ an ex- 
planation made in reply, which we thought satisfactory to} 
the most ordinary capacity, “if not to the “capacity of a} 
child.” From the remarks of H none would sup-| 
pose that “ ‘i renchard” had seriously maintained and un-| 
dertaken to “demonstrate” that the scriptures are so plain| 
as to be adapted to the capacity of children. Such a po- 
sition as this, would not only have been ridiculous in itself, 
but would have been entirely inconsistent with the whole 
course of the views and arguments of the writer; for this 
coald only be supported, by giving to the scriptures a won- 
derful and supernatural character ; whereas it has been the 
principal object of the writer to shew that such was not 
their character. Wehave maintained at all times, that, 








If he calls school divinity, christianity, his re- 
mark is certainly correct, and agreés precisely with the 
views we have disclosed. 

Bat H n supposes, that whilst we have at one time 
maintained that the scriptures were so plain they could 
not be misunderstood even by the capacity of a child, at 
another we have contended, that to understand them cor- 
rectly, it was necessary to examine all the ancient manu- 
scripts, to read all the ancient fathers, (a small undertaking) 
and to become as deeply versed in “ patristical criticism” as 
Professor Stewart. How is it possible a man can read sv 
carelessly. Instead of claiming that this kind of learning 
and research was necessary to a correct understanding of 
the scriptures, we alluded to it, and suggested some of the 
difficulties and uncertainties attending it, for the purpove of 
shewing that it could not be necessary, and that no essential 
duty or requirement of christianity, could depend upon 
nice points of verbal criticism; that all the scriptures con- 
tain, important for us to know, believe, or do, could not well 
be mistaken,and consequently that it was idle to trouble 
ourselves about nice and disputed questions of verbal criti- 
cism, which after all, must forever remain in doubt and 
uncertainty. 

But it seems we have maintained that al) science and 
learning, are useless and unnecessary for understanding the 
seriptures. From what we have said here, itis evident we 
do not consider that much learning is required to under- 
stand the christian duties ; to become acquainted with all 
the scriptures require us to do or believe ; but we have no 


where maintained that real learning, was useless and un- 








revelation, consisting of a written communication, must be 
understood and construed in the same way and upon the 
same principles as all other writings are ; that words must 
be understood in the same sense, and doubts and difficulties 
where they arise, removed and explained upon the same 
principles and from the same considerations. We have no 
where maintained as might be infered from H n’s re- 
marks that there was any thing peculiar in the character of 
the scriptures as a written communication, that adapted 
them to the capacities of children. 

Neither was the incidental remark alluded to, applied to 
the scriptures. We did not say that revelation was so plain 
as to be adapted to the capacity of a child; we said that 
the essential obligations and requiremenis of the scriptures 
were so plain that they could be understood by the most 
ordinary capacity, even that of achild, It is only the gen- 
eral character, object and design of the scriptures that we 
have considered thus plain, and whilst we have insisted up- 
on this, we have admitted that there were particular parts 
or passages which were obscure and uncertain, owing to 
their consisting of highly metaphorical language. But 
these in no way effect the general character and objects of 
revelation, or the essential obligations and duties of chris- 
tianity. Does H n think it is the same thing te un- 
derstand the essential duties of christianity, as it is to be 
versed in’ orienta] literature, or deeply learned in “ patris- 
tical ‘eriticisms” ‘to use the learned phrase of Professor 
Stewart. Neither have we used the “ infidel argument of 
Tindal,” (if such a one was ever used by him) “ that revela- 
tion must necessarily be so plain as to exclude all possibility 
of its being misunderstood.” Had we not been before, we 
should certainly, since seeing the “difficulties” of H——n be 
sensible how easy it is for the most plain and simple commu- 
nication, to be misunderstood. We have maintained and 
we believe demonstrated, that revelation is a. must neces- 
sarily be enfelligible and adapted to the capacities of man- 








necessary upon any subject. But we have maintained that 
christiamty-cannot~be.made a science. without corrupting 
and destroying it. If it isnotascience as communicated, 
how can it become one? If it contains nosystem of dog- 
mas, how can any be formed from it, without adding to it, 
or altering it? We have indeed contended, and as we 
humbly conceive demonstrated, that, that metaphysical 
jargon of learning called theology. or school divinity is use - 
jess and worse than useless ; that it has been the principal 
source of the corruptions of christianity, of that almost 
impervious moral darkness which so long overshadowed the 
christian world, and the dreadful train of ‘evils which flow- 
ed from it. If this is the learning, and science to which 
the gentleman alludes, he is not correet in saying that we 
have considered it useless, for we have regarded it as the 
source of incalculable calamities. Ignorance is preferable 
to error ; especially to error of a practical and pernicious 
character. Whilst we deprecate false learning, we trust 
no one has a higher estimation of real science, which con- 
sists of a knowledge of things as: they are. But true sci- 
ence, like true religion, can have no mystery nor magic 
in it. 

But it seems we have insisted, that it was unnecessary to 
preach and enforce the Christian duties, Here, perhaps, 
after all, is, “the sum of our offending.” H——n. will 
excuse us, if we say, considering him as belonging to the 
PROFESSION, that we are inclined to believe, when reading 
some of the remarks of *'Trenchard,’ he has applied to 
himself the language of the Scribes and Pharisees; “ in 
saying that, thou reproachest us also.” But he need not be 
concerned ; we de not hold the clergy so cheap as he may 
imagine. It is only those who make merechendize of reli- 
gion, and maintain only a form of Godliness, without the 
power or spirit thereof, that are the objects of our attack. 
We touched upon the subject of the clergy inour last num- 
ber, and briefly gave our views upon it. But how this 
gentleman should have got the idea, that we have insisted 





kind, for whose benefit it was intended. This is no more 





it was unnecessary to preach and enforce the Christian du- 
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fies, we cannot conceive. We have more thati once ex-!these doctrines are. rahe Ae involved in no mystery or 
pressly stated, that it ought to be the principal, if not the! obscurity ; they require not the aid of Councils or Synods, 
only object of the clergy, to enforce the Christian putts, or creeds, or articles of faith, or formulas, or even ecclesi- 
and throughout intimated the same, by shewing the absur- astical seminaries, The doctrine of benevolence ; that we 
dity and evil consequences of their directing their attention do good to one another, that we reward evil with good; 
almost exclusively to speculative theology, and metaphys- love merey and practice justice ; that imstead of harbour- 
ical disquisitions. |ing resentinent, we forgive our enemies, and pray for those 

We do not suppose, we have succeeded in “clearing up, who despitefully use us and ute us, are principles 
the difficulties in the mind” of H——-n ; much less, that we sasily understood, and about which there has never been 
hove done this to a “ demensiration ;” but we-can assure! any serious controversy. “HH there is any other command- 
him, that what we have attempted to establish, either here, meat, it is comprehended in this saying, namely thou shall 
or in “the Explications,” has not been by a “positive;love thy neighbor as thyself.” There can be no dispute 
style,” as we know full well that assertions, however siveng,| concerning these doctrines, either as te what they are, or, 
are not proof, and that they are ouly resorted to, where|as te the excellency of them. All can understand them, 
iruth and argument are wanting. TRENCHARD. (and all will admit that they are good, practical and excei- 
. |lent ; that they are calculated to produce peace and happi- 
aess; to make men better neighbors; better citizens; to 
make them more tranquil, resigned, virtuous, and content- 
Whilst mankind for near two thousand years have been ed. But according to the common notions, a person may 
wrangling about matters of faith, and flogging and burning believe in, and strictly observe and practice, the ‘ divine 
one another out of their errors, there has been little if any| morality’ of the gospel, and possess and enjoy a!l the fruits 
dispute concerning the moral precepts and maxims of|thereof, and not be a Christian ; yet this morality too, is 
Christianity. We have never heard of any one’s being! considered by the same men as the strongest evidence of the 
burned at the stake, when this Christian practice was in| divine nature of Christianity. What can be more prepos- 
fashion, on account of his disbelief in, or non-observance of, terous ! What doctrines did Christ teach, except moral 
the mural precepts of our Saviour; and even in modern doctrines? Did he inculcate a system of faith? Did he 
times, it is rare indeed, that a person is excommunicated,| prescribe'and enjoin the observance of ceremonies of wor- 
on account of his disregarding the morality of the gospel.jship? Did he institute religious ordinances, and establish 
Indeed the moral doctrines of Christianity appear to have|the formula of the church ; or did he teach the observance 
been practically expunged from the Scriptures. The) of days, fastings, and the external forms of religion? Instead 
principal use that seems to have been made of them, by the} of teaching these things, as religion, they are what he uni- 
elergy, has been as an argument to substantiate the divine! formly condemned. Woe unto you, Scribes and Pharisees, 
origin of the Seriptures. When authenticity of revelation| hypocrites ! for ye pay tythes of mint and anise, and cum- 
is touched upon, the excellency of the morality taught by|min,and have omitted the weightier matters of the law, 
Christ, and its striking superiority ever the moral doctrines|judgment, mercy, and faith: ye devour widow’s houses, 
of all human systems, is relied upon, and justly, too, as the!and for a pretence make long prayers ; therefore ye shall 
strongest proot of the divine origin of the Christian system.| receive the greater damnation. It was a religion of cere- 
But this has been nearly all the use that has been made of} menies, without the spirit of virtue, piety, or benevolence ; 
the moral. doctrines of the gespel. Whilst they are consid-'a mere form of godliness, without the power thereof, which 
ered.#¢.s0 important in su ing the of the| prevailed among the Jews, and which he uniformly con- 
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system, it is extraordinary that they should have been re- 
garded as of no consequence in themselves. 


the divine origin of the system ? Ifthe moral precepts are 
not the mest important part of the doctrines of Christiani- 
ty, it is an extraordinary circumstance that they should be 


sonsidered as affording the strongest proof of the truth of 
or matters of faith, contained in 
the gespel, constitute the essential part of it, wliy are not 
they relied upon, as affording the strongest evidence of its 
ught mot the leading and principal fea- 


revelation? If the dogmas 


divine origin? O 
tures of a system to afford the strongest evidence of the na 
ture and origin ef that system? The moral doctrines o 


afford a-still 
When proof of the authenticity of the Christian 


‘we ask, what Christian 
ticles of faith, Be omen Age 


and perfect, than any which had 


that they could only have proceed a divine souree, 


Ifthe moral doctrines of the Christian system bear the 
strongest marks of the divine origin of that system, is not 
this conclusive evidence that they constitute the primary 
that the moral doctrines 
inculeated by the Founder of the Christian religion, are 

sublime and excellent ; and all agree esseftially as to what 


and essential part efit? All agree 


é If they do not 
form an essential; and indeed the principal part of the doc- 
trines of Christ, is it not surprising how the morality of 
the gospel should be regarded as the principal evidence of 


demned and undertook to reform. He taught a religion of 
love, benevoletice, and: charity ; of simplicity, sincerity and 
truth; a religion, the basis of which consisted in doing 
good. He proclaimed no articles of faith, no rites, no forms, 
nor ceremonies, no ordinances ; but taught mankind that to 
to love one another, and do good to their fellow creatures, 
was fulfilling the law and the prophets ; that this was the 
only true religion. Yet the pretended followers of Christ 
teach, that love, charity, humanity, justice, truth, sincerity, 
are not religion ; that these, and all the other Christian 
virtues are of no avail ; and indeed they are condemned as 
not only unavailing, but as dangerous, being stigmatized as 
self-righteousness. As long as such sentiments as these pre- 





then and are taught by spiritual guides, it is in vain for 
Christianity, we are often told, afford conclusive evidence 
of their divine origin ; but if the dogmas-of the system con- 
- stitute the primary and essential part of it, must not they 
evidence of its divine character ?— 
is 
' wanted, we are referred to its moral doctrines, bat when 
we are told, it consists of ar- 
Thus the morals of the gos- 
pel are not taught as an essential part of Christianity, but 
are only used as evidence or proof of its divine origin; yet 
this proof, too, is wholly founded upon the idea, that the 
moral doctrines taught by Christ, are so much more pure 
* sere been known, 
om 


them to say, that the morality of the gospel forms any part 
of their religim. It is expressly excluded from it ; for if 
the ebservance and practice of the moral doctrines of Christ 
are represented as consituting no merit, as in no way avail- 
able as it respects the salvation of mankind, they are en- 
tirely excluded from the system ; but to maintain that mo- 
rality is an obstacle to salvation, is going ‘a step farther, and 
directly discourages the~ moral virtues. The advocates of 
these sentiments are not to get off, by saying, they admit 
morality is a good thing, and that it promotes our happi- 
ness in-this life. By placing it on this principle, they can- 
not claim to strengthen the cause ef morality, and make it 
an of their religion. 

Wes it ever doubted that virtue and morality are neces- 
sary and useful in this life? “Did not all the heathen phito- 
sophers teach this? And Plato and many of them went 
farther and extended the influence of virtue to futurity. 
Are not the laws of all civilized nations founded on this 

ineiple ? No society could exist where they powdery 

ven among savages this principle is recognised ; ug 
their Wesabeans of amore barbarous kind. Then ortho 
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doxy you do admit that virtue and morality are useful in|common sense, that the moment it is examined, it is found 
this life. Surely the world must be under great obligations | impossible to defend the position by any rational argument, 
to your votaries as the champions of morality! Yet, men|orto support it by scripture. The absurdity, has induced 
maintaining these sentiments, not only think that they are|someto adopt the opinion of Dr. Priestly, that between 
christians themselves, but deny this title te those who be-|death and the resurrection, nran is placed in a state of ne- 
lieve and profess to practice the moral doctrines of the gos-|gatien, or sleep, being unconseieus of existence, that in the 
pel ; yes, and even have the presumption to talk about the|morning of the resurrection man will wake up as from a 
Neentiousness of such doctrines. sound sleep, and as to intervening time, whether it is one 
year, or ten thousand, it will be all as one te him, being ua- 
eonscious of the time that has passed. 

Others conceive of an intermediate state, between death 
and the resurrection, in which men will possess a conscious- 
ness ‘of existence, but will be neither perfectly happy, nor 
miserable. They will exist insome state which is neither 
We have received a letter from a friend, enclosing stric- heayen, nor hell; but somewhere between. 
tures, on a Sermon delivered by the Rev. Hosea Baliou “ Senex” who, we are informed, is an Episcopal clergy- 
Boston ; from 2 Thess. 1—7, 8, 9—signed “ Senex.” We) man, embraces the latter opinion, for he thus replies to Mr. 
do not wish to interfere with the right and privilege of a|B, “The reader is hereby informed, that, with regard to 
brother, to defend his own sentiments made public through | the intermediate state between death and the judgment, it 
the press, especially, when that vindication can be made|wasthe belief of the ancient Jews, and primitive christians, 
with more ability, than we possess. If * S—nmx” is moved that at the departure of the soul from the body, it went to 
by honorable and christian feelings, and isa real lover of|a secret invisible place provided by. God for its residence, 
truth ; while feeling it his duty to expese error, he would |there to remain till the general judgment ; the wicked and 
also feel it to be his duty to send his strictures, or remarks, impenitent, in uneasiness, remarse and despair, and the good, 
to the author of the erroneous work he examines, that he|in peace and refreshment with the assunED HorEs of Gods 
may have the opportunity of defending himeelf, or of be-| favor and.a FULL acquital at the final retribution ; the one 
ing convineed of his error, in a state of imperfect misery, and the other in a state of 

“ Senex” must be sensible, there is nothing like fairness| imperfect happiness, and so te continue to the reunion of 
in one man reviewing the works of another, ata distance!soul and body at the general resurrection, ther to be judg- 
from him, for the purpose of refuting them, and making}ed as their conduct had been when united together in this 
those remarks public, without sending them to the author|state of trial—And this is the belief of the Episcopal 
whose works he reviews. By this, “cunning craftiness”|Church in general.” 
the writings ef any man may be refuted, however true, with| [f by “primitive christians” “Senex” means the Romish 


those who are willing to have it so, by misrepresentation ;|Church, we readily grant such was their opinion, they hat 
and pass “ unanswered and unanswerable” when the dis-! their intermediate state, their punGATORY, from which souls 
tance of the author-is such, as toprevent his hearing any|might bedelivered by the prayers of the church if the 
thing of these strictures on his writings. I is our opinion} friends of the deceased had money enough to purchase them. 
that “Senex” has not done in this ease as he would wish oth-|That itis the opigion of the Episcopal Church, in eral, 
ers to do by him, especially if he has given publicity to his| is altogether probable, as that church has been very forid of 
remarks on. Mr, B’s sermon. He must know it is ungener-| imitating the Romish Chureh in many things. In ceremo- 
ous to attack anothers sentiments, without giving him anny, in estentatioys show and parade, and the keeping of 
opportunity of vindicating himself, and we cannot-help be- | feast days, and fast days, saints days, and many others, enu- 
lieving, had “Senex” been governed by a sincere love for|mérated in the church calendar. The Episcopal Church 
the truth, and felt himself able to support his remarks on |also claims a regular succession of ordination from the apos- 
the errors, and inconsistencies he thinks he finds in Mr. B’s.|tles, altho’ for twelve centuries passing through the polluted 
sermon, he woukl have addressed his remarks to him, being | hands of the Church of Rome ; and it is not to be wondered 
as willing Mr. B. should see them, as any one ele. that she should also claim fellowship in the belief of an in- 
Weare persuaded the remarks of “Senex” have been|termediate state. That this was not the belief ef the apos- 
made public, either in a printed, or, in a manuseript form. |tles, especially of St. Paul is very eyident, for he says, Phil. 
Had our friend informed us which, we should have sent}, 23,24. “Fer am in a strait betwixt two, having a de- 
them to Mr. B. for his examination. As we are requested |sire to depart, and to be with Christ; which is far better : 
to notice the observations of “Senex” we will comply with | Nevertheless, to abide in the flesh is more needful for you.” 
the wishes of our readers in his vicinity, so far as relates to|If Paul understood himself when he expressed this desire 
his first remarks, on Mr. B’s observations, on the common|which he had to depart, “Senex” will have to. prove one, of 
opinions of the day. We wish our friend to inform us. in|two things in order to support his hypothesis. Either that 
what manner “Senex” has made his remarks public, and} Paul was exempted from this intermediate state, and had 
whether (he manuscript sent, is a literal and true copy, from |the full assurance given him, that he should immediately 
his writings. On learning this, weshall know better how |enter into celestial glory with Christ. Or, that Christ is an 
to proceed, and should we find it necessary, shall make fur-| inhabitant of that intermediate state, for he says, “ having 
ther strictures in our succeeding numbers, a desire to depart, and te be with Christ,” he, therefore, 
We are sensible that the remarks of Universalists similar | must have believed, that as soon as he departed this life, he 
to those made by Mr. B. in his sermon, on the last, or gener- |should go where Christ was,and be with him, which he 
al judgment; connected with the common opinion, that considered far better than to remain here. 
when a man dies, he passes either into heaven or hell, ac-| Should we for the sake of ergument, grant “Senex” his 
cording to the character he has formed in this life, has open-| opinion, he would still fail of removing the objections pre- 
_ed the eyes of many even of the clergy, tothe absurdity of|sented by Mr. Ballou. According to his opinion when the 
such sentiments, and has produced no little difficulty among |good man dies, he enters into a state of “peace and refresh- 
-the determined advocates of a future general judgment,|ment, with the assured hopes of God’s favor, and a final ae- 
how to maintain their favorite theory. The idea that a|quittal at the day of retribution.” We ask “Senex” if the 
man when he dies, goes immediately to a state of happi fate of this man is not absolutely fixed by the righteous 
or misery ; and after remaining in. ope or the other situa-|judgment or determination of his judge, how he is to obtain 
tion, perhaps, for several thousand years, to be then called | the “ assur ep hopes of God’s favor, anda FULL acquittal 
ct to penatenal aigpeeet at jie! to determine wheth.|at the day of retribution?” According to “Senex” the fina! 
er he is worthy to be jn that situation, in which, he has pas_|state of man is fixed at death; and he enters into this in- 
sed a long period of time, is so inconsisfent with reason ang}termediate state to enjoy the “assunmp hopes of God’s fa- 
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vor,” or to experience the gnawings of “remorse and des- 
pair,” as his character was in this life. It is not believed that 
man can perform any action in that state, which will, or 
can alter his future destiny. What use, then, this general 
judgment ? y bring forth to.trial, those who for several 
thousand years have enjoyed “ peace and refreshment, the 
assured hopes of God’s favor, and a full acquittal’ Does 
“Senex” believe it is possible for one of these-to be con- 
demned ? Onthe other hand why bring. up that man to 
judgment, who has passed a period, in all the agony of “re- 
morse and despair?” Does “ Senex” think it possible he 
may be acquitted ? No, thishe will not pretend. Then 
how does he remove Mr. B’s. objections. 

“ Senex” seems to predicate the propriety of this judg- 
ment on the idea that the disembodied spirit does not, or 
cannot enjoy that perfect happiness, or expericnce that com- 
plete misery, which it will by a reunion of soul and body. 
If the reunion of soul and body could produce any moral 
change, so as to give man any possible chance in fhe day of 
retribution, there might be some propriety in the opinion ; 
but we must keep in mind, the die is cast, man’s fate is fixed 
and determined, and this union can produce no change in 
his future destiny. The union is only to add to his happi- 
ness, or his misery. Then why not unite the soul and body 
without the solemn forms of a trial or judgment, when all 
things were decided ages before. In tnis idea of reunion 
of the spirit with this animal system. “Senex” unfortu- 
nately again differs from Saint Paul, he says 2 Cor. 5, 1, 2, 
“ For we know, that if our earthly house of this taberna- 
ele were dissolved, we have a building of God, an house 
not made with hands, eternal in the heavens,—“* For in this 
we groan earnestly, desiring to be clothed upon with our 
house which is from heaven.” 


It will be remembered, that “Senex” has given such and 
such things as his opinion, and the opinion of the Episcopal 
Church in general. He has not attempted to prove this 
opinion by scripture. This was his duty. The day is past 
in which men take the traditions or opinions of others for 
gospel truths. It 1s expected men will support their opin- 
ions, by argument drawn from, and demonstrated by the 
divine word. 





ses, it is amid ruin—her prayers are curses—her God is a 
Demon—her communion is death—her vengeance is eter- 
nity !—her Decalogue is written in the blood of her victrms 
—and, if she stops fora moment in her infernal flight, it is 
upon some kindred rock, to whet her vulture fang for keen- 
er rapine, and replume her wing for a more sanguinary des- 
olation !” 

This prosopopeia will not suffer in a comparison with 
Milton’s Sin and Death, or Curran’s laiormer. 


CHARITY. 
DAUGHTERS of pity, tune the lay ; 


To mourners joy belongs ; s 
While he that wipes all tears away 
Accepts our thankful songs. 


No altars smoke, no off’rings bleed, 
No guiltless lives expire ; 
To help a brother in his need 
Is all our rites require. 
Our off’ring is a willing mind 
To comfort the distrest ; 
In others’ good our own to find, 
In others’ blessings blest. 


Go to the pillow of disease, 
Where night gives no repose, 

And on the cheek where sickness preys, 
Bid health to plant a rose. 


Go where the friendless stranger lies, 
To perish in his doom : 

Snatch from the grave his closing eyes, 
And bring his blessing home. 


Thus, what our heavenly Father gave, 
Shall we as freely give ; 
Thus copy him who liy’d te save, 


And died that we might live. Hampson. 


A FACT. 

A clergyman travelling a road that led from a noted tav- 
ern, overtookmanan on horseback, who had treated him- 
self so kindly with good stuff, that his body was subject to 
a constant vibration from side to side ;—for the sake of 





TO OUR SUBSCRIBERS. 


good company he made exertion to keep his horse along 


We present the first number of the second volume of the |side of the clergyman’s, to the great hazard of loosing his 


Religious Inquirer, in a new dress. Not receiving the type | 


in season, has caused the delay of one week. It is wished 
that those holding Subscription Papers, would have the 
goodness to return the names of any new Subscribers they 
may have on their lei. It is not necessary to return the 
Prospectus, this may be retained, and the names returned 
by letter. It is believed that our Subscribers will cheerful- 
ly comply with the terms of the Paper, which is One Dol- 
lar, payable in advance—on being informed, that in order 
to furnish them with one third more malter, and to present 
the paper in a style worthy their attention, the Publishers 
have been at much expence, in the purchase of a new fount 
oftype. As our Subscribers are scattered over almost every 
State in the Union, they will readily discover the necessity 
of punctuality. It would be next to impossible to collect 
such small sums, at a distance of from one, to five, or seven 
hundred miles. The Publishers, therefore, think proper to 
notify the Subscribers for this paper, that in all cases beyond 
the limits of the county of Hartford, where the Subscribers 
do not pay forthe Frast VoLuMms, previous to the publish- 
-ing of the Tommy Number of the Secon, their paper will 
be discontinued, except in such places, where they have 
Agents to attend to the collection, aud are responsible for 
the money. 


eS et BIGOTRY, 
The author of the “ Emerald {sle,” in a speech at a meet- 
ing of the Catholics of Dublin, thus yersonifies Bigotry ; 
“ She has no head, and cannot think—no heart, and can- 


seat on the saddle. “Friend,” said the clergyman “whoey- 
er you be, you seem to be very happy.” “I hope” said the 
man,“ J shall be happy,im the next world; | know you 
very well though you are umacquainted with me.—You are 
the very man, who conrertedme. “Very possible” said the 
clergyman, “and it looks like some of my bungling work, 
which I shall be obliged to do over again.” —__ 
Christian Register. 
DIED. 

In Providence, R. I. Mr. Samuesn Hut, in the 84th year 
of hisage. It is but justice to the memory of the déceased 
to say, that in his character were united those virtues which 
are an ornament to the christian name. For about forty 
years of his protracted life, he was a firm believer in the 
divine goodness, in the creation, preservation, and the final 
redemption from sin and misery, of all the erring children 
of Adam ; and his life was a practical comment on the be- 
lief, for it breathed love and good wiil to all. After giving 
directions respecting his funeral, he, in the triumph of faith, 
commended his soul to the hands of its Maker. Consola- 
tory to his only child and numerous friends (forhe had no 
enemies) is the reflection, that the unbounded mercy of 
God gave him delight in the dying hour, and brightened 
the beam of his setting sun.—Univeralist Magazine. 
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not feel !—When she moves, it is in wrath—when she pat- 
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